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PRESIDENT'S PAGE
The interest evidenced by members of the bar in last
month's "President's Page" suggests a further consideration
of the policy of our law requiring the supreme court, in
making its decision, to state its reasons therefor in writing.
One law publishing company has sought to meet this
problem by the selective case system. So long, however, as
appellate courts publish written opinions in all cases, no
selective system is effective. The remedy lies at the source.
Curtail the output at the door of the court.
What we need is an amendment eliminating from our
constitutional provision, the words-"the reasons therefor
shall be concisely stated in writing,"-and leaving to the
court's discretion the cases in which to publish written
opinions. This would result in publication, only in exceptional cases, of carefully prepared written opinions involving
the pronouncement of fundamental rules of law.
It would seem that the makers of our constitution had
a fear that the court might be dishonest and that the written
opinion was a necessary protection to the litigants and the
public. Such fear is wholly unwarraned. Certainly the
members of the supreme court in this state are of unimpeachable integrity. Their written opinions are sometimes
criticized-the loser is never satisfied no matter what
''reasons" are given in the court's opinion-but their honesty
or fairness of purpose is never questioned.
Promulgate fewer, better written opinions, covering
only fundamental principles of law, then we will have less
conflict and less uncertainty in the law.-FRED J. TRAYNOR,
President.

